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GIBBONS vs. SLOAKE. 187 

merits of the case. This is creditable to the gentlemen concerned, 
and worthy of their distinguished professional standing. It remains 
for the jury, excluding every extrinsic consideration from their 
view, to decide this case in accordance with the duty their oath im- 
poses. If, in their judgment, the plaintiff has sustained an injury 
for which the law applied to the facts, entitles him to redress, I have 
the fullest confidence they will award it to him by their verdict. 
If, on the other hand, they should come to the conclusion that the 
defendant is not implicated as charged, the jury will cheerfully 
acquit him of all censure, by a verdict in his favor. And I need not 
say that in the decision of this case, the individual views of the ju- 
rors, as to the justice and expediency of the law upon which the 
action is founded, should have no weight. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff, which, on a motion 
for a new trial, the court refused to set aside. 



CHARLES M. GIBBONS VS. RUSH R. SLOANE. 

This suit was brought to recover the value of a slave owned by 
the plaintiff, who escaped and was rescued at the same time 
and under the same circumstances, as in the preceding case of Wei- 
mer vs. Shane. The evidence was the same in both cases, except 
as to the manner of the execution of the power of attorney to Pat- 
ton, who made the arrest as the agent of Gibbons ; and by the con- 
sent of the counsel, both cases were submitted to the jury at the 
same time. In this case, it appeared that Gibbons had executed a 
power of attorney in the state of Kentucky, as required by the act 
of congress, in which either no name was inserted as the agent of 
the plaintiff, or, if any, that of some person other than Patton ; and 
that afterwards and before the arrest of the fugitive by Patton, his 
name was inserted by the plaintiff or some other person, at Sandusky 
City in the State of Ohio, without any acknowledgment of the in- 
strument in that State. The court instructed the jury, that under 
the act of 1850, this was not a valid power to Patton and did not 
authorize him to make the arrest. The jury returned a verdict for 
the defendant. 



